Background
Aortic aneurysms and dissections that may involve supra-aortic or visceral branches and which require treatment are of central importance in interdisciplinary vascular medicine. As such, their epidemiology [29] as well as their treatment have changed fundamentally over the last few decades [27] . The statistics on procedure-specific diagnosis related groups (DRG) compiled by the German Federal Statistical Office (Statistisches Bundesamt, DeStatis) in Wiesbaden have for years been showing a rising number of annual procedures coded for thoracoabdominal pathologies (. Fig. 1 ; [12] ). Besides the strictly infrarenal or thoracic aortic aneurysms that do not involve the visceral segment or supra-aortic branches, these complex pathologies represent a particular challenge in interventional vascular surgery [2] . This entity, as well as its successful open management, was first described as early as 1955 by the vascular surgeon Stephen N. Etheredge (Oakland, California) [16] . Thoracoabdominal aneurysms can be classified into types I-V according to the Crawford classification (modified according to Safi) [11, 26] . Today, a variety of minimally invasive procedures are available for endovascular aortic repair (EVAR), (. Fig. 2 
), whereas 15 years ago
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complex aneurysm repair was mostly still performed in an open procedure (open aortic repair, OAR). Technical advances in the endografts available also result in increased demands on the surgeon's interventional experience and the infrastructure of the treating center. Against the backdrop of an ever-aging population with increasing life expectancy, this progress is the subject of controversy. This original article provides an overview of complex endovascular repair of intact aortic aneurysms and aortic dissections in German hospitals using claims data from the third largest German statutory health insurance, DAK-Gesundheit (DAK-G).
Methods

Study population and statistics
The database of the DAK-G, Germany's third largest statutory health insurance (SHI), contains all outpatient and in- patient procedures performed on 6.5 million insured persons (accounting for 8% of all inhabitants in Germany). The DAK-G database has previously been used for studies on abdominal aortic aneurysms (AAA) [7, 30] , Lyme disease [23] , skin cancer [1] , and severe psychiatric disorders [17] . (dTAA, I71.03, I71.07), or abdominal (dAA, I71.02, I71.06) aortic dissection or to which a German operation and procedure key (Operationen-und Prozedurenschlüssel, OPS) for a complex endovascular aortic repair was coded (. Table 1 ), were included in the selection. Patients diagnosed with rupture were subsequently excluded from further analysis, thereby ensuring that only intact aneurysms or dissections were considered.
» The patient selection only considers intact aneurysms or dissections
The patient selection only considers intact aneurysms or dissections based on the localization of endovascular repair, the study population was divided into thoracic procedures (TA, complex aortic arch repair) and thoracoabdominal procedures (TAA). Abdominal aortic procedures involving the visceral vessel segment were assigned to the TAA group. The German OPS code is based on the international classification of procedures in medicine (ICPM). Administrative and demographic data (age, gender), primary and secondary procedures, case-based diagnoses as well as reasons for discharge were collected for all cases identified. The first procedure submitted was deemed an index procedure. The Elixhauser comorbidity index [15, 25] , which enables the uniform classification of WHO ICD-10 codes into 30 categories, was used to measure comorbidity. The linear comorbidity score according to van Walraven et al. [31] was then used to create a metric covariate from the coded comorbidities (-19 to +89).
Ethical aspects
Since the project is a retrospective analysis of anonymized statutory health insurance parameters collected in the context of routine procedures, it does not represent research on humans and does not fall under research projects requiring consultation. Therefore, in accordance with applicable case law, no ethics approval is required and patient consent was not 
Results
According to the DAK database, 984 patients underwent complex endovascular repair for intact aortic aneurysms between January 2008 and April 2017. In total, 52 cases (5.3%) of isolated TA involving supra-aortic vessels (aortic arch) were treated, while 932 cases (94.7%) of TAA or abdominal aorta involving visceral vessels were treated. . Table 2 shows patient characteristics and risk factors. The average patient age was 71.7 years at the time of TA repair and 73.2 years at TAA repair (p < 0.001). The percentage of male patients was lower in the TA group (61.5% vs. 83.0% for TAA, p < 0.001). With the exception of a higher rate of peripheral vascular disease (80.4% vs. 67.3%, p = 0.036) in the TAA group, there were no significant differences in terms of comorbidities. At 6.46 and 6.86 points (p = 0.689), respectively, the van Walraven comorbidity index was comparable in the two groups.
. Table 3 shows hospital mortality and relevant treatment outcomes. The median hospital stay was 14 days for TA repair and 10 days for TAA repair (p = 0.057). The hospital, 30-day, and 90-day mortality rates were 17.3%, 26.9%, and 34.6%, respectively, for TA repair 
» The annual number of inpatient treatment cases is continuously rising
In total, 40 patients (7.7% in the TA group and 3.9% in the TAA group, p = 0.319) were transferred to another hospital following treatment. Hospital readmission was necessary in the further course in 3.8% and 2.7% of patients, respectively, while repeat surgery was performed in 86.5% and 75.5% of patients, respectively. Fig. 3) .
Discussion
This large-scale German analysis of claims data on complex endovascular repair of aortic diseases is the first study to analyze a database that provides an insight into the actual situation in terms of multicenter care. It demonstrates that there are significant differences between TA and TAA care in terms of age and gender distribution, shortterm and medium-term mortality, and complications.
The endovascular treatment of aortic diseases that may involve visceral or supra-aortic vessels remains a challenge in modern vascular surgery. The evidence available on risk factors and treatment outcomes is largely based on single-center case series (. Table 4 ). Due to possible selection and publication bias, as well as the unknown external and internal validity of these data, a comparison of the results with large registry or claims data is useful. On the whole, the patient characteristics and endpoints of the published case series of 1569 patients from 8 single center studies vary considerably. While the technical success in the case series was consistently high at 92-100%, the 30-day mortality rate among patients treated between 2001 and 2016 was between 0% and 6.2%. There were also marked differences between the respective cohorts included in terms of patient age (70.5-75 years) and the proportion of male patients (47-93.8%) (. Table 4 ). These differences make it likely that relevant confounders were present. Mastracci et al. (610 type IV thoracoabdominal aortic aneurysms, TAAA) [22] and Eagleton et al. (354 type II and type III TAAA) [13] published the results of the largest study in terms of numbers with the longest post-interventional follow-up. Technical success was 97% and 94.1%, respectively, with a 30-day mortality rate of 4.8% for type II to type III TAAA. Aneurysm-related mortality was as low as 2% at 8 years following type IV TAAA repair. A total of 18.6% of patients with type II to type III TAAA had pre-existing kidney failure. Acute kidney failure was detected following intervention in 5.1% of patients and permanent spinal ischemia in 4% [13] . The results of 100 cases of consecutive endovascular repair of complex abdominal aortic aneurysms (AAA, including iliac findings) and TAAA were reported in the most recent prospective single center analysis by Schanzer et al. [28] . The average hospital stay in this case series was only 3.6 days. At 30 days, 3% of patients had died and intestinal ischemia was seen in 1% of cases. Paralysis, heart attack, and stroke were not observed [28] . Another single center analysis conducted by Budtz-Lilly et al. demonstrated a 30-day mortality rate of 2.8% and a 90-day mortality rate of 9.9% based on the retrospective data of 71 consecutively treated patients. In all, 15.0% (juxtarenal AAA) and 22.6% (TAAA) of patients had chronic kidney failure prior to intervention. Permanent post-procedural spinal damage was observed in only 2.8% of patients [9] . Our current analysis of claims data cannot readily confirm the results of the abovenamed single center analyses and case series. A possible selection bias is already evident in terms of the age and gender distribution. Patients in the single center trials were somewhat older and, with one exception, more frequently male compared with this study population. Closer scrutiny of the disparately defined comorbidities in the various study populations revealed other relevant differences. Whereas there is acceptable concordance in the rates of diabetes, cardiac arrhythmia, and chronic kidney disease between the different studies, significant differences are seen particularly in peripheral vascular diseases (e. g., peripheral arterial occlusive disease, coronary heart disease, and carotid stenosis). For example, chronic obstructive pulmonary diseases (COPD) are significantly more rarely coded in the DAK database compared with the primary data sources (. Table 5 ). The validity of data from non-quality assured registries and claims data sources has recently been the subject of regular controversy [8, 32] . Projects designed to validate the data are also limited due to differing definitions of data collection parameters. In this context, the use of the Elixhauser comorbidity classification (into a total of 30 different groups) in this study improves comparability between different administrative records and WHO coding systems [14, 15, 25] .
A further limitation in terms of valid comparability arises from the studies' different inclusion periods. The question of whether improved generations of products, the introduction of new procedures and techniques, and the individual interventionalist's learning curve as possible influencing factors has long been discussed [10, 20] . If one looks at the marked rise in the annual number of cases (. Fig. 3) , it becomes apparent that the reality of nationwide medical care in 2010, with around one third of today's annual case numbers, cannot be easily compared across the board with the situation in 2017. To this one can add the rising number of previously treated patients in whom a higher rate of postinterventional complications (e. g., spinal ischemia) can be expected.
» The treatment reality from 2010 is not comparable with the situation in 2017
Against this background, the question arises as to which criteria can be used to obtain informed consent from suitable patients and which information can be passed on to patients in an evidencebased manner. Since single center analyses that lack independent data monitoring and validation tend to have systemrelated selection and publication biases, independent sources of data are required in order to make comparisons with the reality of nationwide medical care. Although claims data can possibly close this gap, they in turn are subject to relevant limitations.
Limitations
Since DAK-G claims data are primarily collected for administrative and reimbursement purposes, conscientious data validation and quality assurance is required for their secondary use [6] . Internal validity varies and is generally greater for reimbursement-relevant codes than for codes that are not relevant to reimbursement. In the meantime, study projects such as the VISION initiative in the USA or the IDOMENEO study in Germany are addressing in greater detail CHF chronic heart failure, CA cardiac arrhythmia, PVD peripheral vascular disease, AHTN arterial hypertension, COPD chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, DM diabetes mellitus, CKD chronic kidney disease a study population possibly also partially described in other publications in this table the validity of claims data in vascular outcome assessment and treatment research [5] . Due to their better external validity compared with registry data, claims data are also suitable for analyzing rare events or treatments, such as in complex aortic pathologies. In contrast to registry surveys, where the treating physician often decides which data are submitted, the collection of claims data is not limited to isolated diseases, individual specialist disciplines or the duration of hospital stay. Particularly in the case of group comparisons, one can also assume that so-called overcoding for reimbursement reasons occurs in both groups to the same extent; as such, the results obtained could still be valid. Naturally, the analysis of claims data cannot replace randomized controlled trials (RCT); however, collecting supplementary data and comparing RCTs with the reality of medical care can provide important insights.
Conclusion
This large-scale analysis of claims data to demonstrate the actual situation in multicenter care revealed relevant differences not only in terms of patient age, gen-der, and mortality between the groups analyzed (TA vs. TAA), but also in comparison with the study results currently available. The significantly higher stroke rate in complex endovascular TA repair is also worthy of note. Multicenter, validated registrystudies tocompare primary and secondary data sources are recommended.
